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h WASHINGTON, D. C.
THURSDAY,'APK1L 13. 1854.

NOTICE TO OUR BOSTON SUBSCRIBERS.

Those of our subscribers in Boston and vicinitywho have heretofore received their pa-
bers from Mr. G. W. Light are informed that
hereafter they will receive them by mail.
Should any subscriber fail to reoeive his paper,
he will oblige us by informing us of the fact,
and al*p of the liuio to which he has p'-id his
subscription.

FILiS OF THE ERA iOR SALE.

^As we have beea printing a large supply of
the Era since the ooinmcucemtnt of the Nebraskaexcitement, wo can furnish at very low
rates, for general circulation, files of the paper
from December 1, 1853, to April 1, 1854, a

I* j>eriod of four rooatts, containing.
Goodeli's Series on the Ligal Tenure of

Slavery : »

Speech of Gerrit Smith on the Kotzta Correspondence;
Speech of Mr. Gilding* on the Amlstad

Claim ;
Address of the Independent Democratic

«l Meaihere of Ccngra-s oq the Nebraska Ques|
t,..n

SrcocLes of Meiers. Chose, Seward, Sumner.and Douglas, upon the same question ;
And our Editorials upon the same question,

amounting to more than one hundred columns.
We will supply them at 25 ccnt9 a single

file, or at SI for fi>e file?.
We doubt whether documents of so much

i value, ho suitable fir circulation at this crisis,
could be furnished at eo low a cost in any otherway.
Ambbicin jriiilm;..This is tie title of a

tie*/ monthly Anti-Slavery paper, published by
William Goode'l, in the city of New York.
Terms 50 cents per annum, for 12 Dumber?, or

live copies for S2
Mr. G.todell is an able and a perteveriDg

> man, and will make this monthly the inetru/inent for disseminating his peculiar views in
regard to the Constitution and Slavery.
THE H021E6TZAD BILL AMD THE SOUlH

d " Under the sway of a wild and rampantf Dcm< cracy, such as holds annually its frantic
i and disgusting revels in the hall* of Congress.K the public lands aro disappearing like frod beIforo the morning sun-light. In fact, Agrarianfn-m, in its foulest form, is beginning to rear its
| hideous front and breathe its pestilent doctrine;;and modern Democracy, ever rrone to
4 pay its worship to the false and the foolish, is
a icady to take it to its w arm embrace and hold
1 it up to its admiring followers, us n new and
f, beautiful addition to its political creed. Progress,we know, is the order of the day, but
k| item such progress, good Lord deliver up.

*' * * * # *

v. ''There is one proposition connected with the
I disposition of the public lands, which ought to

strike every pr.tr otic mind with alarm and
horror, and which hhould make the policy of
h gtncral distribution among all the States a
cardinal tenet in the faith of all parties actuatedby an honest desire to promote the publicgood and preserve the public morals. We
refer, of iouiv. tp that v<!e and iniouitous

"f «3iieme or puMic plunder known xie the Home,stead bill, which proxies to make one giand,
universal grab, and give away the whole of the
publio ia< d* to idlers and vagrants at a singleH ilash. The gross injustice, the folly, the immoraltendency of this mi a-oirc. is altogetherME unt quailed. There is nothing liko it in the

H, whole history of American legislation. It linda
ite parallel only among the Agrarian ennrmi

8ties of anciont Rome. Just look at thisschemo
Ii in all ite naked and hideous deformity. It profs*poses to confer the whole of the public domain,j| gratuitous'y, upon those who may think prop

er to settle upon and cultivate the land forjhe
J\ Bpaoe of live years '.Richmond (Va.) If/t/g.V Well, Virg:nia is one of the lost States to

' tulr* iimhra^n ait *uoK a poiioj. I>ooe tl«C
* Whig know that the natives of that Stale,

living in the new State9 and Territories in 1850,
amounted to nearly one half of her entire
white population residing at home' As-Virginiasends ctF so many of her children, she
ought to be grateful for a policy which proposesto secure theru comtortable and independenthomos.
As for Agtarwnt^m, there is nothing very

terrible in it, when properly understood. The
policy cf the Graocb* was to dispossess the
large landholders and slaveholders of the pub-

i tic domain of Roma, which, in violation of law
they had u-urped. and to restore it to the Peo-

Ik pie, so as to encourage free labor, and multi-
* ply tho number of small and independent cul-

tivators. That wine and noble policy was

agrartanitm ; and it is a recommendation to
the Home-dead policy. that it is founded upon
the same principle and pervaded by the same

regard for tbc rightt and interests of the
| waives.

I MM. CLIKGiiAH AND STATISTICS.
Mr. Clingm&n, in his speech on the 4th cn

the Nebraska H !I, comparing the free and
slave States, said the lutter contained as many

^ churches aud fewrr paupers. This pauper
humbug wo expo&od a few days since. A word
as to church accommodations. Mr. Clingman
does not. tell the whoie truth. The Census
shows that there arc mere churches or meeting-housesin theflave States in proportion to the
population than in the free.but that fact does
not show tl.c overage amount of church accommodation,or the average value of church
property. Let Mr. Clinginan consult the Census,and he will tirid that the average accommodationsfor worshippers are greater in the
free than in the slave States, and that the aggregatevalue cf church property in the fortiueris about S67,337.000. while in the latter
it is only #19,000 000! Tbc single State of
New Vcrk contai..s church property to the

m >i v&Ium « r v'i (on o o r»r <o onn nan m .*** Om

L the sggr'gafci vaiuc of the cLuroli property in
the tiitc. n elaveh.ildirg States.

1 l It will Dot do for the Slavery men to provoke
\ i comparisons between the effects of free-labor

and slave labor institutions.

THY GADSDEN TEEATY.
This abominable scheme is at l.ngtli in ar^' ticulo mortis. This is the general fact. There

are incidents connected with its history that
n# will prove highly interesting when fully rcIvealed.The follcwmg w;ca written to the

New York Inq-Mrtr on ihe 6:ij instant:
-* There have been interesting proceedings on

the Mexican treaty. Oa Monday, tbe Presidentsent in Mr Ward's letter to Gen. G-*isden,in which Mr. W ard profeosed to have
\eibal instructions author.'z.ng Gen. Gadrdeo
to negotiate cn tbe Garay and other piivata
claims. A warm and excited debate occurred
between Messrs. Mason, Shields, Rusk, and
Clayton. Oj Tuesday, General Scieids moved
to lay the treaty cn the table. Lost.yeas 13,
nays'27. A motii n was then made to strike
out the boundary designated in the treaty.
ean-ied. Repeated propositions for other lines
were then mr-do and defeated. Th® test vote

yesterday iud.catc d only eight majority tor tbe
treaty, which fails abort of the nccessury twothirdsvote. Mr. Gwin's amendment for a line
touching theihea-1 cf the Galf of Cabf >rci*,
was lest. An amendment to take in Lower
California aud the larger part of Sonore. was

lust.
u To-day, a motion to reconsider tbe vote

striking out the boundary line was made and
lost. Unless yesterday's action is reversed, the
treaty is already defeated."

-The annihilation of the Gadsden boundary
was a death-blow to the treaty. It could not
be aostained by those who favored Ktal to

Pn strong a party oao be rallied in behalf of no

Eg other boundary.

mr.rowa.tgag»».a..

HOH-nfTEaVEMTlOH AND POLYGAMY. ft
A correspondent in Philadelphia rtquests us P

to briDg the subject of Polygamy, as affected &

by the doosrine of Non-intervention, to the no- C!

tico of Congress. It has often been brought to ^

the notice of that body, bat it would seem that w

some of the members think the system, a very w

good one. n

True, it debauches man, degrades woman, "
debases the Family Institution, and gives
full rein to licentiousness; but what of it ? ^

Have not the People off a Territory the right to

govern themselves ? to form and regulate their a

own institutions ?
Sojourners among the Mormons tell us that

the 6tate of morals with them is excellent.
that the viae of fornication is unknown.that D

there is more corruption in New York than in
Utah! Of course! Fornication in Utah is Li-
cent-ounces* organized. Make crime a domes- "

tic institution, legalize a vice, and it ceases to be a

a vice, it ceases to be a crime, in the opinion of
many People. The ba>e exception in New York
is the respectable system in Utah. A man with ^

two wive-* in New York is seat to the penitec- a

ti^ry; if be keep a mwtrets, be i3 considered a *

sinner; but in Utah, he may have a score, dig-
nifisd by the Law with the title cf wives, and p

be is a Latter Day Saint! And his purity is 8

mokt exemplary, for do not his twenty wives ^

save him from temptation ? 8

Polygamy is a criftic against human nature.
It depraves the man, morally and physically;
wasting in groe.? H-nsu tl pleasures the vitalities '

of his whole being; it stamps upon the woman '

the character of a slave; under it, the race de- ^

terioratis and retrogrades. Who expects to *

see Civilization advancing, or the Principles of v

Republicanism and Self-Govcrument under- c

stood, among the polygamous nations of the *

East ? | %

And yet, the wise, LcmrfLent policy of Nun- c

Intervention, adopted as a device for tbo en- '

couragemcnt and extension of Slavery, allows 1

and sanctions the loathsome institution of Po- *

lygamy under tbo flag of our Union, and ere

long wc may be called upon to admit as an

equal member of this Confederacy, a State
whose chief distinction is a Practice, which in

every other State is a Penitentiary offence! "

If wo mistake not, this faLo d<>cfcnne of Non
Intervention will yet bring upon us fearful ret- ^
riouuon. inere is no iru« nuuvuwu>Dui « ,

... . a
polygamous lTtab: no true republicanism can

be built up on polygamous institutions. There
is no affinity between the People of Utah and
the i'eoplo of this country. With a re-

ligion and a social system, and with notions 1

of Government radically different from ours,
how oan we expect thcra to affiliate with

8l
us ? If the antagonism now between Utah and
the States of this Union, give rise to little

^
trouble or inconvenience, it is because that re- ^
gion is go distant, its population so em a!', and
our relations with it so insignificant. But, supposethe Latter-Day Saints were as numerous

e

as the People of New York, and the advance- ^

ment of population and means of travel had e

brought them into juxtaposition with us, doed ^

any one imagine that elements, so opposite, a

could coexist without conflict? As it is, right l'

in the heart of our Empire, e n the highway
from the Atlantic to the Pacific, between our 11

Atlantic and Pacific States, Non-fntcrvention ^

has planted a Power, insulated, autocratic,
hostile, alien in religion, in morals, in manners, 8

in domestic institutions, and in government, r

totally separated from the Union, by all its v

essential attributes and instincts. j r'

To Slavery we owe this policy of Non-fnter-
vention; to this policy we owe the establish- ^
mcnt in United States territory of the holy *

Kingdom of tb« I.utter D»y Saint: ; and in 1

the conflicts which at sonic day, not far uis- *

tant, will inevitably spring up between that 1

Kingdom and the Federal Union, the Poople 1

of this country will be taught the ruinous ^

consequences of adopting a False Principle of 1

Government.
But how would you have prevented the evil ?

By the assertion of the power of tho Federal ^

Government, representing, as it does, all the *

States to govern the Territories, so that no 0

communities should spring up in them alien '

in character and institutions to these States, a

or disqualified for association with them.

Suppose there should be such an intiux of
emigrants from China and Hindustan into our ^
Western Territories as to form distinct Pagan J
communities that in one, infanticide should be p
tolerated, as in China, and in another, the
burning of widows, as in Hindo6tao, would <;

you dony the Federal Government the power r

to prohibit 6uch tibominations ? The Niebol- 't
son Letter would, just as it denies the j-owerof n
the Government to protect men and women £
against the violence of Slavery in Nebraska, r

and to prohibit bigamy or polygamy in Utah. |
But Common Sonse inculcate' a different doc- t
trine.and Common Sense and Non-Interven- a

tion are as unlike as Light and Darkness. The [
first act of the Federal Government, on forming t,
a Territorial Government for Utah, ought to
have been, the making Polygamy a Peniten- t

tiary offence; and provision should have been j'
m&do to enforce conformity to the Stitute. If >*
the Sainte had declined to accommodate them-
selves to the Law, they should have been ad- 11
moniehed to seek elsew here for license to grati- I
fy their peculiar tastes. j a

The truth is, the Principle of Nou-Iutenen- *

tiou emasculates the Federal Government; and j,
it opens the va«t Territories of tho United ^

States, not only to Slavery and Polygamy, but 1
to Infanticide, Sutteeism, Fetich^m, and any ^

other ahominahlo thing that human nature in £
its mott degraded condition is capable of en- a

acting 8
s

POPULA3 SOVtBEIONlY IN THS SOUTH. i
Oir daily political experience is a constant f

tribute to the doctrine of popular sovereignty.
While Abolitionism derides the t>rincit*le from
which it has nu*t to fear.for in nothing is
the American sentiment so unanimous as in g
its abhorrence of the precepts and examples of <;
that fanaticism.the whole country hears witnewto its potent influence. Nowhere hare its fl

triumphs been more fiequent and more substantialthan in the Southern States. In the a
teeth of the bitter taunts and threats of crazy 4
zealots, v/e see both partiw rapidly, in that
part of the Union, liberalizing suffrage, popu-
larizing elcct.cn*, bieaking up life offices, and
opening wide the doors of distinction to the
ambition of all. The rule of the people.the
voice of the masses.the resistlegs power of
republican principles.is nowhere more ardentlyand gratefully acknowledged than in the
South. Such a fact is invigorating, after hearingthe doctrine of popular sovereignty assailedby those who affeet to be for all Democraticmeasures.. Washington Union.
The Union speaks vaguely. What does it

mean by " Popular Sovereignty 1" The right
of the People to rule themselves ? What People ?
The People of the whole Union, or the People
of the States separately ? What number.the
whole, a majority, or two-thirds ? Tf7io.the
whites, or the whites and free blacks, or white
and black, bond and free ? How.directly, by
their own immediate action, or indirectly,
through their representatives and agents ? If
by representatives and agents, bow chosen-.by
themselves, directly, or by other agents, selectedby them ?

Let us see.the Judges of the Supreme Court
are appointed by the President, for life, or

during good behaviour. The President is electedby electors. Electors arc generally chosen
by the People of the States; in South Carolina,
by the Leg:elature; and they cast their votes

THE NATL
>r candidates who have been selected by the
acked Conventions of two great political or- 1
animations, in one of which the majority prin- 1
iple is strangled by the vtwo-thirds rule, and 1
oth of which always make their selections <

"ith a paramount view to availability. Now, j
rill any one be good enough to tell us how i

luch Popular Sovereignty has bad to do with ]
le appointments of the Supreme Bench ? j
By the ratio of representation, the South is i

eprived of the privilege of representation for <

vo-fiftbs of its black u people,'"' (or slaves,) i
nd in the choice of Representatives three mil- (
ons of these people have no voice. <
Is this Popular Sovereignty ?
Under the Constitution, each State, whether !
umbering three million, or the tenth of a mil- \

on, is entitled to two Senators; in legislation, j
tie little State of Delaware, with its ninety-one
tiousand people, has an equal voice in the Sen- ,

te with New York, with its three millions.
Is this Popular Sovereignty ?
Sixteen States of this Union, numbering, all

aid, some four and a half million souls, have
s much weight in the Senate as fifteen States, ,
rith an aggregate population of eighteen and ,

half millions.and their thirty-two Senators, j
epreeenting four and a half millions, can veto

,ny act passed through the popular branch of
Congress by the Representatives of eighteen
nd a half millions. j I
Is this Popular Sovereignty? <

Tho President of the United States, chosen i

ly electors, elected by some of the People of
he States, in obedience to the deoisicna of a

'
#

Convention, in which one-third of the mem- (

*>rs may have dictated the candidate, has the
'eto power on Icgirlation, which oan be over-

iome only by a vote of two-thirds of the mem-
>era of each branch of Congress. In other j
vords, under the Constitution, be, one man, |
:ho?en as it often happens, by a minority of :

he Pcoplo of the United States, lioa a power |
n legislation greater than that of 155 mem- j
K?r« in a Houte of 234, and than that of forty j
Senators in a Chamber of sixty two. ]

la this Popular Sovereignty ? 1
South Carolina contains 668,000 People, 6

84,000 of whom havo nothing to do with the
;ovcrnment of themselves, politically or per- (

onally; and Mississippi has 606,000 People, 1

nly 295,000 of whom rule, while 309,000, so *
\r from having any control over themselves,
o not even own themselves. Is it thus that
be resistless power of Popular Sovereignty is '

oknowledged in the South ? 1

In South Carolina no person cau be a Rep- 1

jsentative, unices he owns a settled freehold 1

-tate of 500 acres, and ten human beings, or 1

real estate, clear of debt, worth 150 pounds '

:erling; no person can be a Senator, unless
e owns a freehold estate worth 300 pounds '

:erling; and no person can be Governor, unless '

e owns a freehold estate worth 1.500 pounds
ierling. And in Virginia there are two class9of People, numbering more than five hunredthousand people, whom the remaining
ight hundred thousand are so determined to

eep in ignorance, that they punish with fine
nd imprisonment any one who attempts to
?ach them to read or write!
Behold, in the language of the Unicn, the

iareh of " Popular Sovereignty," " the reeiet?sspower of Repnblican principles!"
The Nebraska Bill proposes to exclude from

,1! participation in the Government of the Teritoryall aliens who may settle there, and incstthere their labor and capital; and to dciyto the People any voice in the choice of
heir Governor, their Secretary of State, their
udgc.-; and to invest the Governor, appointed
>y the President, who himself is chosen in disegardof the principle of Popular Sovereignty,
»ith a veto fewer, stronger thau any nmnber
if their representatives lets than two-thirds.
Vnd the Union glorifies it, as a beautiful exlihitioncf Popular Sovereignty, denouncing
Vbolitionists, as enemies of Popular Sovereign- '

y, because they repudiate it! 1

Enough illustrations of Popular Sovereignty ^

or one day. Suppose the Union now favor the
5ublic with a definition of this mysterious pow- '

r, so conetantly invoked, but which is no-

vhero so utterly repudiated and dishonored *

.9 under Slaveholding Institutions. '

" EQUAL BIGHTS."

All that we have asked is, that the Southern '

Itates shall have and exercise rights in the no- 1
ional domain, t(jual to those enjoyed by the <

Northern States/'.Southern Exchange. 1
You ask for what you already have. The (

Southern States have now, and may exercise, i

lghts in Nebraska equal to these enjoyed by J
he Northern States. The citizens of the for- (
ner removing there, cannot make people work
or them, without wages, and unless they please;
lor can citizens of the Northern States. The
rohibition of Slavery is not confined to classes,
iot is universal, operating upon all alike. We *

>re happy to be sustained in thiB view Vy Judge 1

)ougIas, who is looked upon uffectionately by 1
he Slaveholders as a martyr in their cause. '

' Sir," said he, " 1 do not hold the doctrino *
hat to exclude any species of property by law 5
rom any territory is a violation of any right j
o property. Do you not exclude banks from
ome of the Territories? Do you not exclude
vhiskey from being introduced into large por- 1

ions of the Territories of the United States \ t
)o you not exclude gambling tables, which \
ire property, recognised as such, in the States jvhere tbey arc tolerated? And has any one
ontended that the exclusion of gambling ta-
ties, and the exclusion of ardent spirits, was a

'

iolation of any constitutional right cr privi- 1
ege? * * * # fVhy, sir, our laws now prevent a tavern-keep-
r from going into some of the Territories of
bo United States, and taking a bar with him,
.rid using and selling spirits there. The law
Jso probibifs certain other descriptions of buineesfrom being carried on in the Territories.
am not, therefore, prepared to say that under
he Constitution we ha70 not the power to pass
itws excluding negro Slavory from the Terriories.It involves the Bamo principle."
This is from the revised official report of a

peech made by Judge Douglas in 1850, in the
Senate, on the Omnibus Bill, and we are not
advised that he lias changed his opinion.

If the exclusion of Slavery from Nebraska be
t violation of the equal rights of the State*,
here are other violations which aie very quitlyacquiesced in by Southern men. What
hink they of the act of Congress of 1850, pro-
libiting slaves from being brought into this
district, from any Stale, for the purpose of sale,
>r to be held in depot for transportation to the
iouth ? This is a palpable denial to " slave
jroperty,-' so called, of the utual privileges semredto property Jf to exclude Slavery from 1

i Territory be a violation of the equal rights -(
if the States, on the ground that the right of a 1
nastcr to his slaves is entitled to the same pro- <

ection and favor at the hands of the Federal 1

government, as the right to any other prop- i

irty," then, to prevent bim from bringing or

lending hie slaves to this District, as he would
jring or send " any otiier property," is a viola-
icn of the equal rights of the States."
Again : the prohibition of the foreign slave

rade must be regarded in the same light. If
ilavee be property in the vi6w of the Constitu-
.ion, and Congress oannot exclude such prop-
srty from* the Territories, without violating
be equal rights of the States, how can it,
without similar violation, exclude t-laves, purchasedby American citizens, and imported in
/American vessels, not only from the Territories,but the States themselves.?
The logic of Slavery, like itself, is an abmrdity.

ONAL ERA, WASH]
Should Congress pass an act, authorizing the

lemp-growers of Missouri to remove to Nebraska,and hold their slaves there, but prohibitingthe introduction of slaves from any
>ther quarter ; or, should it allow the immigrantfrom the South in that Territory to hold
i certain number of slaves, but forbid the
Northern immigrant to hold any, it would be
guilty of a wicked and wanton discrimination :

but there cau be no violation of the equal rights
if any State, so long as the citizens of all are
allowed to immigrate into United States Territory,and are there placed by the laws on an

?qual footirg.
Were Utah at this moment "a Sovereign

State,"' and should tho Mormons claim tho
right of settling in Nebraska with tbeir seraglios,on the ground of the equality of the
States, would tho slaveholders deny the power
jf Congress, or the Territorial Legislature, to

pass laws for the prohibition of polygamy or

bigamy ? If consistent, they would; for, to
exclude polygamy from United States territory,while a single State recognised it as one

of its institutions, would, according to the reasoningof these gentlemen, be a violation of
its rqtral light to tho public domain!

SLAVE AND HiKELiNG STATES.

# # # Illinois is indebted for,these
two thousand miles of railroad to the bounty
if the Federal Government.a bounty indulged
at the expense of the Southern States, whoso
Feebleness and decay are sneered at. Every
foot of those roads has been made by appropriationsof public lard?. Nut u cent has eoiue
jut of tho pockets of the people. And railroads
are not the only favors bestowed upee the
Hireling States. Immense contribntffijp jbfrve
been made to them all, for schools and colleges.
We dare say, if the same liberal measure bad
been dealt out to the slaveholding States.if
tbero territory had been permeated by canals
Mid railroads, and schools established in every
aeighborhood, at the expense of the Northern
States.we, too, might boast of our prosperity,
[t would not be going too far to say, that Illinoisherself, if, in addition to the millions the
has received from the Federal Treasury, had
lad the benefit of slave labor, might have been
still more prosperous..Richmond ( Va ) Whig.
What folly to venture upon assertions which

ian so easily be refuted by authentic statis;ics!ttoutbern papers are continually miseadingtheir readers.
First.as to donations of public lands, tho

Whig assumes that they have been made to
;he free, and not to the slave States. This is
in imputation against the Representatives of
he latter of gross stupidity or carelessness.
Dffijial documents show that in this respect, as

in all others, Southern Representatives have
ooked well to the interests of their constituents.
On the 13th of February, in compliance with

i resolution of tho House of Representatives, a

statement was submitted to that bedy, from thte
Secretary of the Interior, of the number of
icres of the public lands that have been grantidto tho land States; specifying, also, tho purposesfor which the grants have been made.
\ portion of this statoinent wo have classified,
jo as to exhibit at one view the extent to which
:lie Western Free and Slave States have been
favored by Congress in this respect.

Donations of Public Lands to.
0., Ia., 111., Mo.. Ala., Mi..
Mich., Iowa, La , Ark ,

Wisconsin. Florida.
Acres. Acres.

School Lands, 5,273 749 5,520.504
Universities, 253,360 207,366
Scats cf Government, 28.560 22.300
Valines, 261^045 161.230
Internal Improvement, 1,569,449 2 600,000
Roads, 251.355 .

Canals and Rivers, 4 996.873 400.000
Railroads, 2.595.053 5.788,098
Swamp Lands, 11,265,333 21,533 020
Individuals and Co.'s, 60.981 17.839
Military Services, 20,167,763 5,716.974

46,723,391 45.167,325
Here aro six new slave States, and six new

free States, tbe former having received in
round numbers forty-five million acres of publiclands, the latter, forty-six millions.and
(ret the If'Aig would havo us believe that the
superior prosperity and enterprise of these free
States are to be accounted for cn the assump-
tion that the federal government nan maae

theiii largo grants of public lands, while their
lister slave States have received none!

In this connection, it would bo instructive to

compare these two olasses of States, as it regardscommerce, agriculture, manufactures,
jducation, &o, but we have time now to at;endto but one item.tbat of railroads. Ae;ordingto the Census of 1850, the miles of
ailroad completed and in progress in tbose
States were as follows:
)hio, Indiana, Illinois, Miafouri, Alabama, MisIowa,Michigan, Wis- sissippi. Louisiana, Arconsin.kansas, Florida.
Completed. In progress. Completed. Jn progress.

2 9131 4,955 417 2,318
There is no avoiding the force of such statisies.The explanation of the differences in tk«

elative wealth, commerce, prosperity, and
population, of these two classes of States, is
'urnished in the contemptuous title prefixed by
;he Whig to its remarks."Slave and Hireling
States." The People of the Free States hire
heir Labor.tbose of the Slave States coerce

heirs. Labor among the former isfree, ofcourse,
ntelligcnt, energetic, versatile, hopeful: among
be latter, em-laved, of course, unintelligent,
vithout energy, without versatility, without
lope.

If we would avail ourselves of the foioes of
Mature, we must obey the laws of Nature.
Hen can be used to most purpose, both as re;ardstheir own interests, and the interests of
ithers, by treating them as men, not as brutes.

THE NEBRASKA BILL AND IT8 SUPPORTERS.

The House of Representatives appears to be
lespatchiDg its business with more haste than
lsual. The object, we presume, is, to reach
.he Nebraska Rill, the supporters of which are

letormined to force it through the House, in
lefiance of the indications of popular opinion
o the free States, and of the overthrow of the
\dminis*iation Party in New Hampshire and
Connecticut. They have gone too far to re;overthemselves at the North and West, by
sacking out, but not far enough to consol date
Southern sentiment in their support. They
must succeed, or they arc politically doomed,
if they carry the Bill, they will have the South
is a unit on the? side, and may divide the
North ; if they fail, the North is doa<i against
:nem, aoa mo >outn win leave mem to tfcp;r
fate.
Let not the People be lulled into a false security;the Slaveholders are determined, and

;heir influence over their Northern allies can

be counteracted only by the most decided demonstrationsof Northern Will. Let them make
the B.U an issue at every election. The AdministrationParty may protest as much as it
pleases, and labor to acquit the President of
responsibility in the matter. It is all a deception.The Bill could never have passed the
Senate, had it not been for the Administration.
It is an Administration measure; whatever vitalityit has, is breathed into it by the Administration;without Administration inflnenoe, ii
would sleepthe sleep of death; on the power ol
the Administration its supporters confidently
rely for its resurrection from the-Committee ol
the Whole on the state of the Union. And art
the People of the free States to support an Ad
ministration, pledged to use all its energies t<
secure the passage of a Bill which they regard
as & gross violation of good faith, an attempt
virtually to swindle them out cf the only con-
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sideration which induced them to waive their b
objection to the extension of Slavery into Mis- 0

J Houri ? They know that whatever victory the ^
Administration may gain at the ballot-box will n
be heralded far and wide as an endorsement of g

its policy on this Question. Suppose the pro- o

testations of the New Hampshire Patriot and ^
the Hartford Times, thaV the Nebraska Bill *

was not an issue before the People, that it wa"k e
not a Democratic measure, that the Admfnis- t
tration was not responsible for it, had been uni- n

versally accredited by the Democracy of New 0

Hampshire and Connecticut^ and that both °

States had gone triumphantly for the Admiois- p
tratioD, do we not know that the result would a

have been relied upon by the President as an B

endorsement of his course, and referred to in ^

Congress by the supporters of the Bill, as a plain c
indication of public opinion in favor of it? £
How, then, can aqy true Democrat, who prefers S
good faith, fair dealing, Freedom in Nebraska. f

and the overthrow of the Slave Power, to mere c

Party success, desire to see the Administration ^
triumph in any State ? How can he help pray' ii
iDg that everywhere disaster and defeat may
baffle the conspiracy of which it is " the hoad f
and front ? " |a

Again, we 845.hold the Administration and a

its Party responsible.make the Bill an issue 1
at every election, gTeat or small. Let there be 0

no division among its opponents, but, without v

distinction of Party, let them unite to fasten p
upon this nefarious measure the brand of their
utter disapprobation. j o

Remember.if you vote with the Adminis- si

tration Party, under protest, it is your vote b
that is heard, not your protest. The vote is e

for the Administration; that is recorded.-not B
the protest. Twenty thousand voters in favor tl
of Administration candidates, may Bay that b
they do not favor the Nebraska Bill, but their tl
votes eecuro the election of* candidates, who tl
will sustain an Administration that does favor F
the measure," and is pledged to secure its pas- si

sage. The Slavery Propagandists will gra- c

ciously forgive your protests, so long as they a

can have your votes; allow you even to curse

the Bill, while you vote for an Administration ^
able and determined to make it a Law. n

Meantime, the opponents of the Bill in the
House certainly are too well acquainted with ti
the craft and energy of its advocates, to n

become careless and over-confident. A change
of eight votes, as we once before remarked, o

would have carried the day against them. J*
There is a rumor that a new Bill, containing q

substantially the provisions of the one lodged tl
in Committee of the Whole, is to be introduced S
to the House at some auspicious moment, and ^
to bo carried by a coup de main. Another ru-

~

mor is, that the original bill of Mr. Douglas, v

covertly accomplishing what tde referred Hill n

openly provided for.the repeal of the Missouri a

Compromise.is to be brought forward. I t is *

said again that the important bills now on the c
Calendar in advance of the House Nebraska- lj
Kansas Bill, are to be hurried through, with li
little debate, and the unimportant ones laid £

aside, until the great measure be reached, ^
when the Senate Bill is to be moved as an j,
amendment. Let our friends be on their t
guard against ambiguous movements, against a

surprise, against deceptive amendments. The J;'
champions of the Bill mean the repeal of the t
Missouri Compromise, and nothing else! J.
Whatever amendments or modifications they u

may propose, will not be suffered to interfere ^
with that object; but their design will be to
mystify the People, or to give wavering Repre- c

sentatives a pretest for supporting the bill. J
The only legitimate object of a bill in relation *

to Nebraska is, to give it a Territorial Govern- t:

ment; and this object is completely provided '
for in Hall's bill, as it is styled, which passed P
the House at its lost session by an overwheiin- P

ing vote, and would have passed the Senate p
had it been reported there, and called up in ^
season. Let the real friends of Nebraska take d
their stand upon this, and not be caught by *

any clap trap amendments to the repeal bill <1
now in Committee. That bill is a proposition ^
to repeal the Missouri Compromise.Hall's
Kill ic a tii'AnAuibvAn K\ f/-»* *%-» o t/i

eminent for Nebraska. We go for Nebraska, ^

and against Repeal. fc<

THE UNITED STATES AHD THE EASIEKN
QUESTION.

1 here seems to be no disposition on the part
of the People of this country or their Govern- 11

meut to depart from the policy of strict neu- n

traiity in the approaching struggle between
the Western and Eastern Powers of Europe. ^
Public opinion in the free States, and probably ^

among the masses of the slave States, is in fa- P
vor of the Sultan and against the Czar. The v

People generally believe that the object of ^
the former is the aggrandizement of his eta- 0

pire, that of the latter, the integrity of hit'. ^
that one fights for power, the other for solf- a

preservation. Generally, too, they approve of ^
the determination of England and France to &
sustain the cause of Turkey. The People of ^
these countries, like themselves, sympathize 81

with the weak and the wronged, and are in- ^

dignact at the aggressor; their Governments,
in confronting this aggressor, jield to popular "

feeling, and to the force of political reasons, ^
which concern thtir power and commerce. Were ^
it not for these reasons, they would resist the ^

popular feeling, and keep aloof from the con- ^

test; and, on the contrary, were it not for the u

strength of the popular feelings, the force of f<

these reasons would hardly be strong enough ' ®
to drive them into war. v

In Europe, the friends of Freedom regard h
Russia as the reck of Despotism; England, as ^
the asylum cf Liberalism; Franoe, as the Hope
of Revolution. Their trust is, not in the Gov- ^

ernruents, bu» iu the People, of the two West
era Powers ; and, once embarked in a general
war, they hope to see these two nations, by ^
the force of events, driven to countenance, if
not promote, the Cause of Liberal Institutions. 0

In view of these consideration® we see not n

how the People of this country can avoid wish- 9

ing well to the alliance between France, England,and Turkey, and deprecating every move- 0

ment in whatever quarter to cripple their re- f
sources, or excite prejudice against them in the ls

coming cor flict with Ruseian Power.,k
And yet wc find a portion of the Slavebold- c

ing pros already engaged in trying to enlist n

American sympathy for Russia, as our natural
ally; while another portion, more insidiously, w

while professing hostility to Russian Despotism, *

would arouse hostile feelings against its oppo- 0

n< nts, the allied Powers. Read, for example, ^
the following extract of an editorial in l: the ^

organ " of the Administration, which probably y

reflects the views of certain cf its leading mem- "

beis.
Speaking of the holjownoss of the pretence 01

of the Czar, of a desire to protect the rights of «8
Christians in Turkey, it proceeds to say. j1

<( This pretence now stands oonfessed by the e

Czar him.elf in his late acknowledgment that, 0

as early as 1844, be was secretly intriguing S
; with British ministers for the dismemberment h
. of Turkey. This disclosure was made by way

of exposing the hypocrisy of the British Govreminent; and whilst the exposure has been
f made complete by the confession of the charge 0

t by British ministers, the cause of republican- r

ism throughout the world will be advanced. (
The true character of monarchical diplomacy t' is illustrated by this development, whioh at*tacbcs equal odium to both parties. The most

t effectual check given to American sympathy t
. for iho Sultan has resulted from the alliance

13, 1854.
etwecn France and England to support hit
ause. Looking to our own commercial inter
sts, we might well become enlisted againstbe allies of Tuikoy. No one can doobt for e
joment. that Great Britain, at least, has a
elfish object in view in taking up the quarrelf Turkey. She is actuated by no regard fo;
'urkey, but she is looking to the extension ol
be field for her own manufacturing enterprise
.nd capital. In that wide Seld for commercial
nterprisc, which is the real prize at which
Jrcat Britain is looking, we have a powerfullotive to prefer the success of the Czar. The
ne is our rival as a manufacturing and commercialnation, the other ocmes not into cometitionwith us. Whilst, therefore, our sympathiesare with Turkey, because Bhe is weak
nd is threatened by a Government that is
trong. these sympathies are not eo strong that
bey may not be overcome when our interest!
re folly ascertained to be involved by the dis
losures as to the policy and object of Great
Iritain. The late numbers of a ' Retireil
Itatesman" in our paper have produced a sen
ible influenoe upon the public mind in our

ountry, whilst the late arrogant announce
nout of Lord Clarendon as to the objects ol
ho English and French alliance has grcatlj
urn-cased that influence."
In this maze of words we detect fnendshif

or Russia, and hostility to the cause of Turkej
nd its allies. Henceforth, we rank the Union
s a sympathizer with Russian Despotism
'his is in perfect keeping with the charactei
f an "organ" and an Administration thai
rould let loose Slavery in Nebraska by the re

eal of the Missouri Compromise.
But, the Union misrepresents the diplomacy

f Great Britain. AU the information on th<
ubject of the Czar's intrigues, for the dismern
crment of Russia, it has, it derives from for
ign journals, but tboso do not say that the
IritSfch Government gave any countenance tc
be proposal of Russia. Theee intrigues dat«
ack as far as 1844. There is no evidence
bat the British ministry was implicated ir
bom. In a conversation on this subject ic

'arliament, Lord John Russell said that th(
ubstanco of the conversation held then, wat

unsigned, he believed, to a memorandum. He
dded.
" This memorandum has not been lately unerthe view of the Members of Her Majesty'*

rovemment, and therefore I wish to reserve

ly answer on that point."
But, as tflf certain confidential comtuunicaonswhich passed between the two Governrentslast year, he was very explicit:
" Now, it is perfectly true, that, in the couisc

f last Tftur. the Emnoror ot Russia held a Con-
j 7 ~r \ >dential communication with Sir Hamilton

eymour with respect to the affair of Turkey
'hut communication reached this country in
!io shape of a dispatch from Sir Hamilton
eymour, and it was my duty, as Secretary of
itate for Foreign Affairs, to lay before the
Cabinet a dispatch in aoswtr to that commu
ioation, which dispatch was afterwards forrardedto St. Petersburg. Some further commnicationstook place with Lord Clarendon
nd Sir Hamilton Seymour. I have stated
that I think is the usual practico, and what
hink is the just rule on the subject, that sue!
ommunioatious should not bo laid before Parlament,because it is obvious that if they wert

lid before Parliament they might lead to dan
;etous consequences. But as the Journal oj
»<. Petersburg, permitted and -authorized, nt

oubt, by the Government of Russia, has a!udedto these confidential communications
ler Majesty's Government can no longer have
ny scruple [cheersj in laying all the corresondccceupon the table of the Hocee. [Cheers.
trust that that correspondence will shou

hat, while we evinced every respect for th(
luiperor of It-ussia. we repelled cveiy suggestior
ikich WQuld tend to the dismemberment oj
Turkey. [Cheers]"
In the face of this declaration, as to th<

correspondence cf the British Government las
car, and in the absence of any evidence tha
be British Ministry countenanced the in

rigues of Russia in 1844 against Turkey, th<
Jnicn coolly speaks of the exposure of th<
i&rticipation of the British Govc-n inset ir
liose intrigues, as having " been made com

lote by the confession of the charge by th<
Iritish Minister! " In its zoal to arouse preju
ice, it completely misrepresents the facts o

he case, as shown by the extracts abov<
noted from the report of proceedings in Par
anient.
As to the commercial reasons assigned bj

ho Union for preferring the success of Rustic
3 that of the Allied Powers, we may have
jinething to say hereafter.

THE WHIG PARTY.IS IT, OR IS IT NOT ?

DUTY OF FREE SOILERS.

The action of Mr. Badger and his associate)
j the Senate, and tho conduct of the Rich
jond (Va.) Whig and other Whig journals o:

be South, seemed for a time to have alienated
outhern Whig9, as a body, from Nortfcerr
Vhigs, to such an extent that re union ap
cared impossible. But, it may be doubted
rhether an impassable gulf has been placed
etwecn tho two sections. Wo caDnot Bhul
ur eyes 10 lac iacr, mat even moss ouutueru

V hileaders who arc most desperate in theii
dvtcaoy of the Bill to repeal the Missouri
'omprcmise, and contemptuous in their lan
uage to the North, refuse to affiliate with
outhern Democrats, and continue their oppoitionto the Administration, thus evidently
olding themselves ready to consider any over

arcs that may hereafter be made to thenj by
aeir late Northern associates. Nor must we

>rget, that the course of John Bell in the
enate, in opposing the Nebraska Bill, has not
ecn disapproved by the Legislature of hit
tato, or provoked severe criticism in the col
nans of the Whig Press of Tennessee; thai
sveral leading Whig papers of the Slave
tales, such as the Raleigh Rrgisur, the Louis
ille Journal, and the New Orleans Whig Press
ave deprecated the attempt to repeal the
lissouri Compromise; that, the National In
liigencer, the central organ of Conservative
Vhiggery, whether of the North or South, ha*
ibored earnestly and consistently to defeat it
hat several of the Southern Whigs of the
louse of Representatives have already avowed
heir disapproval of the Bill, and, while eight
f them voted against referring it to the Comlittceof the Whole on the state of the Union
ix voted for tho motion.
These facts are not without their inlluenct

n prominent Whigs at the North. They en

ourage the hope that the Whig Party, organ
ted as it has hitherto been, on what is callec
National platform, may be revived, and agair
ome into power. Henco, the strenuous effort*
jade in Congress to augment the Soulhcrt
Vhig opposition to the Bill. Hence, the dispo
iiion everywhere apparent, to cling to th<

Vhig name, to Whig organization, to Whi%
andidates.and to claim victories over th<
administration Party, won by Whigs. Free
oilers, and disaffeoted Democrat*, as Whif.
ictories. We think wc can discover a deter
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forth, ud make the Nebraska Question sub
crvo its purposes, and then, when the t:m<
hall come for another Presidential election
oin forces with Whigs of the South, for thi
legation to the Presidency of some "Nationa
aan,'' so called, not obnoxious to Slavery:.
lisyphus, as of old, rolling the stone up thi
iill, to. see it roll down again !
In the returns, for example, from New Hamp

hire, we heard much of the Whig vote, littli
>f that of tho independent Democrats; an(
iow we have Whig victories announced ii
Connecticut and Rhode Island, when, in fact
hey aro Anti-Nebraska victories. Hear Mr
Chandler, a Conservative Whig member o

he House, of high repute, from Philadelphia:
" He appealed to the W h'ga to give uo hec<
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to the sneers that the Whig party was rent
in twain. A party founded on principle would
exist as long as there were measures to bring
that principle into action. The Whig party
had more to fear from the crumbling ruins of
the Democratic party, than from any elements
of discord within its own ranks.
"The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.

ClingmanJ referred yesterday, very comnmeriatingly, to the decay of the Whig party in the
East. a party in which that ge#lcmcn was

reared, and by which he had attained his wellwornhonors. .The gentleman was ignorant at
the time, probably, of the election news whioh
came Hashing over the wires from Connecticut.

Mr. Clingwan. I had hoard it.
" Mr. Chandler. Then it was an unfortunateBpeecfct [Laughter J It was not the life

bo much as the miBtion ol a party which ought
to be considered; nor would any differcuco of

t opinion on this question prevent union on anlother. The party which had been led by Clay
- and taught by Webster had loftier aims tbau
r expediency and nobler ends than mere self-preservation. They were ready to declare, audf act on the declaration, that the duties of life
r were greater than life. As for birmelf, and

those who labored with him in the Whig cause,
trashing their hands of all necessity of assotiat/onwith those of another party, they should
vote for whatever they deemed right, without
regard to the effect it might have upon them
as party men. If they bad to fall, there would
be inMjriVied upon their graves the Spartan
epitaph: ' Wo lie here in obedience to the comimands of our country.'"
Now, respectable as may be the Whig and

Democratic organizations, and important as

may have been some of their acts, we cannot

forget that they were never instituted for the
purpose of dealing with Queetiona of Slavery;
that while their Southern sections havo unijformly made such Questions paramount, their
Northern sections have considered theui of
minor consequence, so that the policy of both
of them, acting as National Parties, has always
l>cen controlled on those Questions, by the will
of the Slave Power; that both of them have
uniformly overlooked tho inherent aggressivenessof Slavery, supposing that it could be
satisfied by concessions, which in fact only
provoked further demands, to be satisfied with
still other concessions ; that by the combined
efforts of their leaders in 1850, the judgment
of the North and West in favor of tho YVilmot
Proviso was overruled, tho original policy of
Slavery-restriction by the Federal Government
suspended, and the abominable Fugitive'Slavo
Act passed, receiving tho votes of Democratic
Representatives, so called, and the sanction of
a Whig President; and that both, in 1852,
adopted ai their platform tho legislation of
1850, and pledged themselves to iis support,
as a finality on the Question of Slavery.

ill view ui an im*tw lauifl, kuuviu^ an we

do, the nature and workings of theso organi,zations, the force of tbe Principles they repre1
sent, tho Prejudices they embody, the Policy
which they have always pursued, we can trust

' noither of them on any great Question arising
, between tho Slave Interest and the Free Iuter.eet of the country.
r There is a Party of Freedom among, us by
' some, called the Free Soil, by others, the Free

Democratic, by others, the Independent Dcroo!
cratio, Party. It has voters in every Free

. State, and in several of the Slave States, and
in the most important of the Free States it

' holds the balance of power, has numerical
force enough to decide the struggle in ar.y ea-e

f between the two old political organizations.
Its creed has been announced to the country,

j and is thoroughly Democratic,.No Slavery
t within the exclusive jurisdiction of tho Fedteral Governniov t; no interferenco with Slavery
. in tho States, except through the force of cxj

ample and discussion; the election of officers
j of the Federal and State Governments, by the
, People, directly, when possible; Free Lands
. for Free Men ; Cheap Postage, internal and in»tor-oceanic; Universal Education; Opposition
. to Monopolies; Jealousy of Centralisation;
f Maintenance of State Rights; Strict Construc»tion of the Constitution; a Policy steadily di.rr.cted towards tbe ultimate removal of all

restrictions on Commerce; Sympathy with the
r Cause of Republicanism in Europe; Liberal
i Laws in regard to Foreign Immigrants.
5 This Party is the precise opposite of the

Slave Power, and it was hoped by many that
the flagrant attempt of this Power to annul
the Missouri Compromise would produce such
a disruption of old party ties, and arouse such

t
a spirit of determined resistance to its demand-',
that the masses, at least of the People of the

p North, would bo willing to rally under the banI
ner of this Party of Freedom. Are these hopes
to be fulfilled ' W hero are the indications f

Look at (he columns of the New York Evening
I Post, and those Democratic papers that oppose
I this Nebraska Bill. They are all Anti-Slavery,
l but not the least indication do they afford of a

willingness to forego their connection with a

. Party which claims Franklin Pierce as its Presij
dential head. Look at the Now York Tribune,
with its hundred and forty thousand subscribers,and at other Whig pap-era sympathiz'ng
with it. They aro Anti-Slavery, but what cvi,
dence do they show of a willingness to give up
their connection with the Whig Party, and to
sustain a grand rally in behalf of the Party of
Freedom ?

Let not the Free-Soilers or Independent
Democrats be deceived. In New York, some

years ago, during an Anti Slavery excitement
among the Democrats of that State, similar to

that which now prevails among the Whigs,
, they formally merged their identity in the

Democratic organization.and in lees than two

years after that, had the pleasure of seeing
1 that Party swearing by the Baltimore platform,

and voting for General Pierce! Had tbey
maintained their independent existence, they

, might have saved a large portion of the RadicalDemocracy of Now York from apostacy.
, Shall that lesson be lost upon them ? North[

era Whigs now appear reckless of Southern

t support. They have everything to gain, nothingto lose, by strenuous opposition to the NebraskaBill. Thr.y are honest in their opposition,but clear-sighted enough to see that it
furnishes ground for reorganizing the Whig
party. That work is going on, and the FrceSoilors,or Independent Democrats, are invited
to help tbem. How can they refuse? Is not
the great issue the Nebraska Question, and are

not the Whigs sound upon this ? How can

Free Soilers, devoted to Human Freedom, clamorousfor a union of tho friends of Freedom,
hesitate at uniting themsclvos with the Whigs?
Remember the lesson taught you by the RadicalDemocracy of New York, and by an AntiSlaveryWhig Administration in 1850!
What then ? Shall there bo no united effort?Shall the Administration and the Slave

5 Power prevail, through our divieions? Not ut
- all. Let hoDest Whigs and Democrats unite
8 with you, in a party of Freedom. They know
, that you never have betrayed the cause of Hu8man Rights. and that vou will not; but you
1 know that tho organizations with which they

have acted, have betrayod that cause, do not

3 understand its claims, and will, under the pressuieof the Slavo Powor, betray it again.
But if this be asking too much, there is

a stiil a mode in which you oan make your uni1ted efforts tell against Slavery in its present
i movements. Maintain your distinct, indc;,pendent organization, but agree to co-operate
>. with other organizations, in the choice of canf

didates perfectly sound on the Nebraska Ques'tioo, and confided in by all. Co-operation, not
1 Fusion, should be the motto. Co-operation

VOL. VUT I
will secure the defeat, in most cases. of pro H
Slavery or Nebraska candidates:.therefore I
co-operate. Fusion will do no more, while it I
will inevitably tosult in placing Anti-Slavery I
men and Anti-Slavery interests at the meri-y I
of a Party, which, ucting nationally, has ne\er I
shown itself any more entitled to the appr.. I
bation of Freemen, on the Question of m4. I
very, than the Democratic Party, so callod.
Our Free Soil friends must take care lot I

they find themselves carried as grist to I
Whig mill; an operation, for whioh the Ne* I
York Tribune, with all its real Ant^lavofy I
spirit, and its independence ef party, i8 a(j0j »

rably adapted, the more so, because it act, E
from a kind of constitutional instinct, r»thtr 11
than from cold premeditation. jfc.
RUSSIA, ENGLAND, AND THE UNITED SI4TU K

" She is actuated by no regard for Turkey Bbut she is looking to tho extension of the fi-'.d Bfor her own manufacturing enterprise and Mcapital. In that wide field for oouimerc<al m IK
tcrpriie, which is tho real pr'zo at which
Britain is looking, we have n powerful motive Bto prefer the soccer of the Czar. The one i« B
Out rival as a manufacturing and oomuierciid Knation, tho other camos not into competition Bwitk us. Whilst, therefore, our sympathies B
arc with Turkey, becauso she is weak. and is Bthreatened by a Government that is strong 1these sympathies are not so strong that they K
may not be overcome when our inter, st« ar« Rfully ascertained to bo involved by the d:»- Sclosures as to th« policy and object if Great IBritain.".Washington Union ?
While exposing yesterday tho insidious at- i

tempt of u the organ" to arouse prejudice I
against England, and enlist sympathy foe Uu* i
si a. in tho approaching struggle between tho B
Eastern and \Vestern Powers of Europe, \*e I
promised to notice the commercial reasons M
signod, for preferring the success of Rusria to B
that of England. Franco, and Tuikey. The^ R
reasons, suoh an they are, are stated in the ex I
tract quoted above, theio is so little in them j§that it is difficult to make tbem the subject of V
an argument. 5

If the Ciar 6uocced, he will lake pcrMuncLt
possession of the Principalities, acquire a protectorateover Turkey, ho supremo iu Central
Europe, and probably be able to embarram
the cominereo cf Great Britain with the Ka>t
Indies. What are we to gain from all this'
The commercial policy of Russia is not so liberalas that of England. It produces little
that we want, wants little that we produce.
Wcro she iu possession of Constantinople, it
would bo as unimportant to us, as it is now.

If the allied Powers succeed, the independcnoeof Turkey is preserved. England may
obtain additional facilities of commerce, a

larger market for hor products, but her settled
policy now is Free Trade ; and wherever her
influence extends, it is felt in favor of Free
Trade.than which nothing can be more advantageousto us, in a commercial point of
view.

Competition in trade, manufactures, and the
arts, between nations, with great resources fur
all these forms of enterprise, and resembling
one another in energy, tact, and intelligence,
is their appropriate stimulant, quickening tbeir
enterprise, and developing their resources.
Under its energizing influences, the mightiest
results are produced.

Great Britain and the United Sta'.cs arc

competitors, but at the same time they are

complements to each other. We supply her
with what she must have, but can get nowhere
else; she supplies us with what wc uced, and
cau obtain nowhere else on so favorable term*.
Hence, while rivals in commerce, and to a cer
tain extent in manufactures, we are dependent
upon ono another, more than any ailuw W
nations. From this it follows, that the expauIsion of the resources and power of the ono is a

positive benefit to the other.
To talk of Russia being a natural ally of

tbe United States, and England our natural
enemy, is sheer madness. Look at this table,
which any one may verify by examining the
yearly tables of our export.-} and imports: B

d..- (treat Iintmn uvd ^B/\ HAM ft. . n B
her IJepewlmat*

Imports - $1,581,660 $100,595,220 B
Exports of Domestic E

products - - 1,060,748 124,333,2*1 B
Exports of Forciga K

products - - 138,7:12 8,902,363 1
Total $2,782,120 $233,730,964 B

The sum total of our commerce yearly with ^B
(ircat Britain and her dependenc es, nearly R;
$234 000,000; with Russia, not quite $3 000 000' Br
And in our petty trade with Russia, she take* k
loss of us than wo take from her, while in our k'
magnificent commerce with Great Britain. --he K
receives frcni us 832,000,000 more than we buy K
cf her. In fact, our trade with Great Britain BT
and her dependencies is greater than with the K
whole world beside, and she buys from uh B
nearly four-sixths of all our exports of domestic B
products! B

Suppose, then. in the vicissitudes of a war B
in the East, England should conic into {*>* !< I
sion of Kgyp*, what commercial interest of curr B
would suffer ? The Bum total of our d unestifl B
produces, now consumed by all Turkey is but H
tw) hundred and twenty-five tboueand. Less ^B
she canirot oousumo, under whatever dwninn I I

tion she may fall; but under the prot:ctora'.e JB
of a Power like England, with her Free Trade I I
poliey, she would bo apt to increase her coo I |
sumption. I J

But the key to the preferences of "the ** I I
gan," we presume, is to bo found in its predi
lection for Cuba. It liates England beexus# I I
she is the ally of Spain, and it supposes her I"!
influence to be the chief obstacle to the acqui- B |
eition of Cuba. It would prefer the success of ^B
the Czar and. the p»«o»raUou of power. K $
so that the project of annexation might ho veo- K |
tured npoo with impunity. In other words, it I I

would rejoice to see that nation, which buys R1
from us nearly two thirds of all our domestic
products, whose commerce is of more value to

us than that we carry on with all the worlJ. I 2
which is the best customer fur the cotton of the BJ
South and the breadstuffs and animal producu Bj
of the West, utterly prostrated by R'laeian B|
Power, in a war, too, waged by that Power ^B
its own aggrandizement, by the dismenibtfmontof an unoffending State; and all this. *> ^B
that this Government might obtain a fewtliuc- BJ
sand squaro milos more of Slave Territory' BE

This is Pro-Slavery statesmanship ! ES
Thk Litti.e Pilgrim, for ApriL >« ^Bi

received. It is a beautiful, most attractive little
monthly paper for young persons. Gk" ^B<
Greenwood and Leander K. Lippincott, Phil*delpbia,aro the editors. Price fifty cwt'
a year. Hugh Cameron, 7th street and hoU"
isiana avenue, is the agent for Washington-

LITE AND IMPORTANT PROM HAYTI If
Accounts brought by the barque Charles K Htl

Lex, from Port au Prince, at Philadelphia yc+ U
terday, state that on the 5th ultimo a French K,
frigate, brig, and steamer, anchored cff Hq,
harbor, and Admiral Duchesne demanded an

audience with the Emperor, which *** re" V
fused. He then sent a letter containing ni<)M V1
exorbitant demands, and threatening, if thrj w
were not complied with, to rceort to the wo*'
extreme measures within 1'orty-eigbt hours. w
On the night of the 9tb, the Emperor g** K.

his final answer, that, rather than submit, < V
Haytien Government would ocazc to exist. < |V
declaration had a good effect; for next u'1'1"

ing the Frcnoh frigate hoisted the Hayten 14

and saluted it. During the oritical period
Emperor acted with prudence and detcrmt»
tion. The fortifications and fleets were p"'1
order for action, and were visited by the r-«

peror in person. Jf1


